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larly free from errors, and the care which has been bestowed upon the consti- 
tution of the text. The form of page chosen seems to us a little too broad, and 
the line so long as to be somewhat confusing to the eye. Beneath the text on 
each page is given a judicious selection of various readings and of emendations 
proposed by different scholars. In the text itself words or letters not found in 
the MSS, but due to emendation or conjecture, are printed in italics. 

Of course, for teachers such an edition will not supersede the recent edition 
of Landgraf, with its critical appendix and the scholia Gronoviana, nor that of 
Mueller, with its fuller statement of MS-readings, but it is admirably adapted 
for school use. The following notes may give some idea of its critical 
procedure. In §11, Madvig's emendation dignissimam for the unintelligible 
dimissius of the MSS has been accepted, to make a readable text ; §26, inso- 
lentius is read for lentius (following Eberhard), where Richter and Fleckeisen 
read licentius ; §31, we think Madvig's minae el terrores, which Landgraf 
accepts, and which has some support in the MSS, should be followed rather 
than read omnes immineant terrores periculaque impendeant omnia. In §39 we 
are glad to see the repeated question Patri non placebat? kept against Madvig. 
In §55 the editor proposes to omit inimicus after hue. §60, he does not attach 
enough weight to the testimony of Gellius and Diomedes in favor of pepugisset, 
but adopts pupugisset, although in §131 he accepts pemicii on Gellius' authority, 
and in §104 reads audaciter with Priscian. Haec is rightly kept instead of hae 
in §67. In §78 cur is omitted, following Pluygers, and in §86 elucet is read 
for the manuscript eluceat. In §106 suspicandum hoc does not strike us as a 
happy emendation, but the passage is one not easy to restore. The edition, as 
a whole, however, is very attractive. The same can be said of another volume 
of the series, which has just come to hand, an edition of the Fasti of Ovid, by 
Otto Guthling, with an excellent index of proper names. 

M. W. 



De Tribus Pseudacronianorum Scholiorum Recensionibus scripsit Riccardus 
Kukula, Dr. Phil. Vindobonae, apud Carolum Konegen, 1883. 49 pp. 

Der sogenannte Gronov Scholiast zu elf Ciceronischen Reden. Ueberlief- 

erung, Text und Sprache auf Grund einer Neuvergleichung der Leydener 

Handschrift, dargestellt von Dr. Thomas Stangl. Leipzig, G. Freytag, 

1884. 82 pp. 

It is a fact worthy of note that, of late years, increased attention has been 

given to the remains of ancient learning and criticism which have come down 

to us in the form of scholia, glossaries and commentaries, of grammatical 

compendia and such hodge-podge miscellanea as are contained in Aulus 

Gellius, Nonius and Macrobius. To ascertain from what sources an author 

like Gellius or Servius drew his wisdom is a matter of no slight importance, 

and from the investigations still going on in this field, valuable results may be 

expected. So the attempt to point out the component parts of the commentary 

of Donatus to Terence reveals facts of the utmost interest, but here the last 

word cannot be said until we have before us an authoritative text, a work for 

which scholars have long waited impatiently. 

The first of the treatises named above has to do with the scholia of Horace 
which go under the name of Pseudo-Acron. The writer refers to the exami- 
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nation of the scholia made by Keller in Symbola Phil. Bonnensium, Lips. 1867, 
where the results reached were based mainly upon the subject-matter, with 
very little regard to the language. Kukula proposes to scrutinize more closely 
the diction of the scholia. Keller came to the conclusion that the Recension 
A belonged to the beginning of the fifth century, and T to the end of the same, 
while Kukula sets A at about 450, and T not before the middle of the sixth 
century. The existing editions of the scholia are inadequate ; a new one is 
demanded, in which the different recensions are not confused. It is evident 
that the scholia to the odes and the scholia to the satires and epistles are not 
the work of the same hand. In the one the scholiast speaks always of Maro, 
in the other of Vergil. Three recensions then must be sharply distinguished. 

The writer points out numerous words in A which are first found in authors 
of the fourth century. Dilapidation put down by Harper's as aira^ feyifievov, 
occurs in Schol. Carm. II 8,22; five words are found which occur first in 
writers at the end of the fourth or beginning of the fifth century, among these 
grossus and incongrue. Tempestuosus, which is frequent in Pseudo-Acron, is 
not found elsewhere earlier than the fifth century. On such data the recension 
A is set between 430 and 450. 

The recensions V and ry are examined in a similar way in regard to their 
vocabulary, and the former assigned to the middle or end of the sixth century, 
the latter to a period certainly not earlier than the seventh, with some interpo- 
lations of an even later date. In A we never have such comparative formations 
as magis pulchriores, amplius sapientior, amplius graviores, which are found in 
vy. The recension ry has also many more airnf elpj/fteva, and in many ways 
reveals its later origin. Skilfully as the evidence is put, it is clear that the 
writer attaches altogether too much weight to the statements of the available 
lexica in regard to the occurrence of a word. When the vocabulary of all the 
later writers shall have been as thoroughly scanned as he has scanned that of 
the scholia, many of his arguments may be found untrustworthy. 

The treatise on the scholia Gronoviana, by Stangl, is a very careful and 
thorough piece of work. Having given the history of the scholia, and some 
account of the MS in which four different hands are to be distinguished, the 
first being of the tenth century, he proceeds in part II to consider the character 
and age of the scholia. Gronovius had already detected traces of two scholiasts, 
and A. Mai before him had hinted that there was still another. Stangl under- 
takes to prove that the scholia in Cat. II-IV, pro Ligario, pro Marcello, pro 
Deiotaro, pro Roscio Amerino, pro lege Manilia, pro Milone, are to be ascribed 
to a fourth scholiast. The scholiast A is by far the best, and may have lived 
as early as the fifth century. The scholiast B, much inferior to A, has drawn 
largely from the Pseudo-Asconius and was probably a Christian. C is perhaps 
a little more independent than B, and neither is to be assigned to a date 
earlier than 600, while D, the poorest of all, as he is the most extensive, lived 
still later. Part III contains emendations to the text of the scholia, which 
show how thoroughly the writer has equipped himself for his task. Part IV 
is taken up with the proof in detail of the statements made above, and for 
those who are interested in matters of grammar and style will be interesting 
reading. Good indices complete the book. We trust that an edition of the 
scholia will soon follow. 

M. W. 



